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PER CURIAM.

Paintiff gppedls as of right from the tria court order granting defendant’s motion for a directed
verdict in this negligence action. We affirm.

In her sole issue on apped, plaintiff contends thet the trid court erred in entering a directed
verdict in favor of defendant. This Court reviews de novo the trid court’s decison on a motion for a
directed verdict. When evauating a motion for adirected verdict, a court must consider the evidence in
the light mogt favorable to the nonmoving party, making al reasonable inferences in favor of the
nonmoving party. Directed verdicts are gppropriate only when no factud question exists upon which
reasonable minds may differ. Kubisz v Cadillac Gage Textron, Inc, 236 Mich App 629, 634-635;
601 NW2d 160 (1999).

Pantiff argues that the trid court erred in finding that she failed to make out a prima facie case
because she did not present sufficient evidence that she sustained an injury in the accident. Plaintiff
asserts that the question was afactuad one that should have been decided by thejury.



The evidence presented at trid reveds that, less than two weeks after the accident, plaintiff
visited Dr. Sdahuddin Saleem Ahmad, a physician referred by her attorney, and complained of painin
her lower back, neck, and hip. Dr. Ahmad concluded that plaintiff’ s injuries resulted from the accident;
however, he sated that he based this conclusion on plaintiff’s assertion that she had not suffered these
symptoms before the accident.

Dr. Leonard Boggs gave his opinion that plaintiff’s complaints of cervica and lower back pain
were caused by the February 24, 1996, accident. Dr. Boggs denied any knowledge regarding
plaintiff’s prior complaints of neck or back pain.

Dr. Richard Lutz found objective signs of neck and back injuries which he attributed to the
February 24, 1996, automobile accident. Dr. Lutz was aware that plaintiff had injured her neck at
work in 1992. However, Dr. Lutz tedtified that plaintiff reported that she had not suffered residua
problems from the injury. Dr. Lutz did not know that plaintiff had suffered injuries in accidents prior to
the one involving defendant.

At trid, plaintiff admitted that she had an extensive history of medica problems that preceded
the accident. 1n 1987, plaintiff suffered a back injury in the shower that caused her to missthree or four
days of work and to suffer pain for gpproximately one year. In May 1990, plaintiff complained of lower
back pain after suffering afal. On October 6, 1993, plaintiff fdl in a supermarket; she sought medicd
atention, and her tregting physician diagnosed a soft tissue injury from the fal. Approximatdy sx
weeks before the accident, plaintiff went to the clinic a Henry Ford Hospitd and complained of severe
neck pain. Plantiff did not inform defendant about these incidents or the related medical treatment in
either her depodtion or in her answersto interrogatories.

Paintiff conceded on cross examination that, immediately after the accident, she told an
emergency room physcian that she was not experiencing neck pain. Plaintiff dso informed the physician
that she had a history of back pain, but stated that she was experiencing only dightly more cramping in
her lower back than usual.

Under these facts, we cannot find that the trid court erred in concluding that a reasonable jury
could not determine that plaintiff’s injuries were caused by the February 24, 1996, accident. To
edablish cause in fact, the plaintiff must present substantiad evidence from which a jury may conclude
that more likely than not, but for the defendant’s conduct, the plantiff’'s injuries would not have
occurred. Skinner v Sguare D Co, 445 Mich 153, 164-165; 516 NW2d 475 (1994). A causation
theory must have some basis in established fact, and a plantiff’s burden is not sustained by the
presentation of a causation theory that, while factualy supported, is, a best, just as possible as another
theory. Id. Given plantiff’s generd failure to inform her tregting physicians of her previous injuries and
medicd trestment, and the physicians admisson that the vdidity of ther medicd conclusons was
dependent on the accuracy of the history provided by the patient, the medica testimony attributing her
injuries to the February 24, 1996, accident is not reliable.



Accordingly, we conclude that plaintiff failed to present substantial evidence from which a jury could
conclude that, but for that accident, her injuries would not have occurred. Seeid.

Affirmed.
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